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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the E ng fish la ng uage . 

2. Claims 1-8, 11-13, 16--24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Sahai et al.(US Publication 2002/0076010 A1). 



Regarding claims 1, 12, 17, Sahai teaches an apparatus/method for delivering a voice 
mail message to a recipient, comprising: 
a memory (0026, 0048); and 

at least one processor, coupled to the memory, operative to (0047): 

receive said voice mail message from a sender (0026); 

obtain a presence status of said sender from a presence server (0028); and 

deliver said voice mail message to said recipient to automatically respond to the 
sender an indication of a presence of said sender (0028, 0041 , 0056), the indication 
including an identification of at least one device where the sender is present 
(0037, 0039, 0040, 0041, 0056). 
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Regarding claims 2, 18, Sahai teaches a method/apparatus wherein said presence 
server extracts presence information from a plurality of presence data stores (0031 - 
0032). 

Regarding claims 3, 19, Sahai teaches a method/apparatus of claim 2, wherein said 
presence server translates said presence information to a standard format (0039, 
0040). 

Regarding claims 4, 20, Sahai teaches a method/apparatus wherein said presence 
server determines said presence status of said sender based on one or more rules that 
aggregate extracted presence information (0032). 

Regarding claims 5, 21, Sahai teaches a method/apparatus wherein said recipient 
responds to said sender in another domain (0032). 

Regarding claims 6, 22, Sahai teaches a method/apparatus wherein said presence 
information indicates if the message sender can be reached at one or more indicated 
devices (0024, 0032). 

Regarding claims 7, Sahai teaches a method of claim 1 , wherein said presence 
information is obtained from a user registration process (0024, 0027). 
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Regarding claims 8, Sahai teaches a method of claim 1 , wherein said presence 
information is obtained by observing activities of a user (0031 , 0032, 0033). 

Regarding claims 1 1, 16, 23, Sahai teaches a method/apparatus wherein said recipient 
can respond to said sender using a non-textual form of communication (0031). 

Regarding claim 13, Sahai teaches a method of claim 12, wherein said providing step 
allows said recipient to respond to said sender in another domain (0031-0032). 

Regarding claim 24, Sahai teaches an apparatus of claim 17, wherein said presence 
status indicates a presence status of said sender across a plurality of domains (0032- 
0033). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 9-10, 14-15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sahai (US Publication 2002/0076010) in view of Haim (US Patent 6,718,014) 
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Regarding claims 9, 14, Sahai fails to teach a method/apparatus wherein said recipient 
can respond to said sender in real time. However, Haim teaches a method/apparatus 
wherein said recipient can respond to said sender in real time (col 4 lines 5-15, col 1 
lines 8-14). Therefore, it would have been obvious to ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the above teaching of Haim with Sahai, in order to 
notify the user of the incoming telephone call in response to the telecommunication 
interface intercepting the incoming telephone call prior to ringing of the incoming 
telephone call. 

Regarding claims 10, 15, Sahai fails to teach a method wherein said recipient can 
respond to said sender in non-real time. Haim teaches a method wherein said recipient 
can respond to said sender in non-real time (col 1 lines 8-14, col 4 lines 5-15). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the above teaching of Haim with Sahai, in order to 
notify the user of the incoming telephone call in response to the telecommunication 
interface intercepting the incoming telephone call prior to ringing of the incoming 
telephone call. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 4/18/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's argument that Sahai does not teach "delivering the 
voice mail message to the recipient with an indication of a presence of a sender, the indication 
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including an identification of at least one device where the sender is present", the examiner 
asserts that Sahai teaches that PBX 110 has additional functionality beyond that of a 
commercially available PBX. PBX 110 interfaces with presence server 112. Through 
this interface, PBX 110 receives availability information regarding calling party 102 
from presence server 112. Moreover, PBX 1 10 is able to include the availability 
information into the message left by called party 104, and convey the modified 
message to called party 104 (0037), therefore any information regarding the calling 
party can be insert in the recipient including the identification of the at least a device 
where the sender is present (0037, 0039, 0040, 0041). 

In response to the applicant's argument that Sahai does not teach "delivering the 
voice mail message to the recipient to automatically respond to the sender at a device where 
believed to be present", the examiner assert that in paragraph 0040, in alternate of the 
embodiment of the invention of Sahai a query method is not used. Rather, the current 
likely availability of the calling party can be sent to the PBX as soon as it is known, or 
on a periodic basis. The PBX can be automatically updated regarding the calling 
party's availability. The PBX can then modify a voice mail message as appropriate, 
without having to query the presence server. Therefore, the correct information is 
automatically present, in embodiment of step 408 above, the step of leaving a voice 
mail message for the called party, is illustrated in greater detail in FIG. 5. The 
processing begins at step 502. In step 504, the calling party accesses the 
voice mailbox of the called party. In step 506, the calling party records a message for 
the called party at the PBX. In step 508, the PBX associates the identity of the calling 
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party with the message left by the calling party. When the called party subsequently 
accesses this message, this association allows the PBX to make a specific query to the 
presence server as to whether the party associated with the message (i.e., the calling 
party) is available. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill 
in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Sahai teaches 
an apparatus/method for delivering a voice mail message to a recipient, receiving the 
voice mail message from a sender (0026), obtaining a presence status of said sender 
from a presence server (0028), and delivering the voice mail message to said recipient 
to automatically respond to the sender an indication of a presence of said sender 
(0028, 0041, 0056), the indication including an identification of at least one device 
where the sender is present (0037, 0039, 0040, 0041, 0056). Sahai fails to teach a 
method/apparatus wherein said recipient can respond to said sender in real time. 
However, Haim teaches a method/apparatus wherein said recipient can respond to 
said sender in real time (col 4 lines 5-15, col 1 lines 8-14). Therefore, by combing the 
above teaching of Haim with Sahai, notifying the user of the incoming elephone call in 
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response to the telecommunication interface intercepting the incoming telephone call 
prior to ringing of the incoming telephone call. 

Conclusion 

5. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any responses to this action should be mailed to: 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Naghmeh Mehrpour whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7913. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00- 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold be reached (571 ) 272-7905. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
NM 

July 4, 2006 

V 




